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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is in response to applicant's Amendment filed October 29, 2007 by 
a request for continued examination filed October 29, 2007. 

Claims 24, 27-39, 41, 43 and 45-55 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Based upon the facts that the instant application 10/644,641 and U.S. Patent No. 
6,061,570 (Janow) were, at the time the invention of application 10/644,641 was made, owned 
by AT&T Corporation. Janow was assigned directly to AT&T Corporation at the time the 
invention of application 10/644,641 was made. The instant application 10/644,641 was assigned 
to AT&T Wireless Services, Inc., a wholly owned subsidiary of AT&T Corporation, at the time 
the invention of application 10/644,641 was made, therefore the examiner has withdrawn claims 
24, 27-39, 41, 43 and 45-55 rejections where the cited prior art reference to Janow (US# 
6,061,570) is used, but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The indicated allowability of claim 55 is withdrawn in view of the newly discovered 
reference(s) to Wicks et al. (US# 5,796,394). Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) 
follow. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a). A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 24, 27-39, 41, 43, 45-51 and 53-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wicks et al. (US# 5,796,394) in view of Segur (US# 6,212,550). 

Referring to claims 24, 37 and 51, Witks et al. discloses a base station 108 (i.e. a wireless 
communication device) (column 2 lines 26 to 37; see Figures 1-5), comprising: 

a receiver (not shown) (i.e. a RF section) configured to receive a plurality of messages of 
a first format (i.e. voice messaging) and a plurality of messages of a second format (i.e. a paging 
system or facsimile messages) (column 4 lines 1 to 23; see Figures 1-3); and 

a non-volatile storage memory (250) (i.e. a memory) configured to receive at least one 
message-classification rule (column 5 lines 39 to 52; column 6 lines 49 to 65; see Figure 3); 

a processor (242) (i.e. a digital processor) connected to the receiver and to the memory 
(250), the processor (242) being configured to determine, based on the at least one input 
message-classification rule, classification information for the plurality of messages of the first 
format and the plurality of message of the second format (column 5 lines 41 to 52; column 1 1 
line 26 to column 12 line 24; see Figures 3 and 12); 
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a display (200) connected to the processor (242) and configured to present classification 
information associated with the messages of the first format (i.e. voice messaging) and the 
second format (i.e. a paging system or fax) (column 5 lines 37 to 41; column 6 lines 18 to 31; see 
Figures 2-10). 

However, Wicks et al. did not explicitly disclose the message-classification rule being at 
least for prioritizing the message. 

In the same field of endeavor of a wireless communication device, Segur teaches a 
memory contains a message-classification rule being at least for prioritizing the message 
(column 3 lines 44 to 55; column 4 lines 2 to 9) in order to receive and review messages quickly. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to recognize a memory contains a message classification rule being at least for prioritizing 
the messages taught by Segur in a user interface and rule processing for a personal 
communications routing system of Wicks et al. because prioritizing the message in the memory 
would create the base station to display the relevant information in a low priority stack in a 
secondary lists and to address the messages at a later time. 

Referring to claim 27, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the processor (242) is configured to produce 
updated classification information, and the display (200) is configured to present the updated 
classification information (column 7 lines 21 to 53; see Figure 4). 
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Referring to claim 28, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the receiver is configured to receive 
classification information associated with messages from the plurality of messages of the first 
format and the plurality of messages of the second format, and the display (200) is configured to 
display a number of messages of the first format (i.e. voice messaging) or a number of messages 
of the second format (i.e. a paging system or facsimile messages) (column 10 lines 33 to 41; see 
Figures 2-10). 

Referring to claim 29, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the classification information includes 
information about an origin of at least one received message (column 8 lines 46 to 53; column 9 
lines 63 to 67; see Figures 5 and 6). 

Referring to claim 30, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the receiver is configured to receive a plurality 
of messages of a third format (i.e. e-mail messages) (column 4 lines 19 to 23; see Figure 1). 

Referring to claim 31, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose where the first format is a voice mail format (column 4 
lines 19 to 23; see Figure 1). 
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Referring to claim 32, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the first format is a fax format (column 4 lines 
19 to 23; see Figure 1). 

Referring to claim 33, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose where the first format is an e-mail format (column 4 
lines 19 to 23; see Figure 1). 

Referring to claim 34, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose where the first format is a paging format (column 4 
lines 19 to 23; see Figure 1). 

Referring to claim 35, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose where the first format is a short message service format 
(column 1 lines 37 to 44). 

Referring to claim 36, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose a wireless communication 
device of claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose where the first format is based on a Wireless Markup 
Language (13) (i.e. internet messaging) (column 4 lines 1 to 23; column 10 lines 42 to 63; see 
Figure 1). 
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Referring to claim 38, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose the network device of 
claim 37, Wicks et al. disclose further comprising a transmitter configured to transmit the 
message classification (column 4 lines 36 to 67; see Figure 1). 

Referring to claim 39, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose the network device of claim 
37, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the transmitter is configured to transmit the received message 
to a personal handheld communicator (110, 113 and 126) (i.e. the wireless network user) 
(column 3 lines 52 to 67; column 4 lines 49 to 67; see Figure 1). 

Referring to claim 41, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose the network device of claim 
37, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the processor (242) is configured to produce an updated 
message count associated with numbers of messages associated with the message classifications 
(column 10 lines 33 to 41; see Figures 2-10). 

Referring to claim 43, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose the network device of claim 
37, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the memory (250) is configured to receive the at least one 
predetermined rule set from the user via a wireless communication device (column 5 lines 39 to 
52; column 6 lines 49 to 65; see Figure 3); 

Referring to claim 45-47, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose the network device of 
claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the memory (250) is further configured to receive the at 
least one message rule by the user calling into an interactive voice-response system, the user 
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performing touch-tone key presses or by the user using a computer interface via the Internet or 
World Wide Web (column 5 lines 37 to 52; column 1 1 line 46 to column 12 line 59). 

Referring to claims 48-50, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose the network device of 
claim 24, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the at least one message rule facilitates searching of 
messages, incoming into the wireless communication device, for key words or phrases (column 5 
lines 37 to 52; column 1 1 line 46 to column 12 line 59). 

Referring to claim 53, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose the network device of claim 
51, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the wireless device comprises the non-volatile storage 250 (i.e. 
database memory) connected to the processor (242) (column 5 lines 39 to 52; column 6 lines 49 
to 65; see Figure 3). 

Referring to claim 54, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose the network device of claim 
51, Wicks et al. disclose further comprising a message memory (250) connected to the processor 
(242), wherein the processor (242) stores, in the message memory (250), incoming messages 
organized according to the respective classification information determined by the processor 
(242) for the messages (column 5 lines 41 to 52; column 1 1 line 26 to column 12 line 24; see 
Figures 3 and 12). 

Referring to claim 55, Wicks et al. in view of Segur disclose the network device of claim 
51, Wicks et al. disclose wherein the processor (242) is further configured to: 
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update the display (200) to reflect receipt of the message (column 7 lines 21 to 34; see 
Figures 4 to 1 1), determine, based on the classification information determined for the received 
message and according to the at least one message-classification rule, whether the received 
message is of sufficient priority, and if the message is of sufficient priority, alert the user 
(column 12 lines 6 to 24; see Figures 2 and 12). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 52 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Referring to claim. 52, the following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations wherein the database memory is 
associated with the wireless infrastructure at a location separate from the wireless device. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance" 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Scannel et al. (US# 5,377,354) disclose a method and system for sorting and prioritizing 
electronic mail messages. 

Laflin et al. (US# 5,705,995) disclose a selective call receiver and method of storing 
messages therein. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nam V Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3061 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's acting 

v 

supervisor, Brian Zimmerman can be reached on 571- 272-3059. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 571-273-8300 for regular 
communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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